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- Extensions of time may be available under the provisions of 37 CFR 1 .136(a). In no event, however, may a reply be timely filed 
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Any reply received by the Office later than three months after the mailing date of this communication, even if timely filed, may reduce any 
eamed patent term adjustment. See 37 CFR 1 .704(b). 
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2a )□ This action is FINAL. 2b)|3 This action is non-final. 

3) D Since this application is in condition for allowance except for formal matters, prosecution as to the merits is 

closed in accordance with the practice under Ex parte Quayle, 1935 CD. 11, 453 O.G. 213. 
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1 !)□ The oath or declaration is objected to by the Examiner. Note the attached Office Action or form PTO-152. 
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application from the International Bureau (PCT Rule 17.2(a)). 
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Attach ment(s) 

1 ) ^ Notice of References Cited (PTO-892) 4) □ Interview Summary (PTO-41 3) 

2) □ Notice of Draftspereon's Patent Drawing Review (PTO-948) Paper No(s)/IVIail Date. 

3) □ Information Disclosure Statement(s) (PTO/SB/08) 5) □ Notice of Informal Patent Application 

Paper No(s)/Mail Date . 6) □ Other: . 



PTOL-T26'(Rev^'o8-0^^ 



Office Action Summary 



Part of Paper No./Mail Date 2008091 7 



Application/Control Number: 10/772,560 
Art Unit: 3634 



Page 2 



The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for 
all obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 
such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 
having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the 

manner in which the invention was made. 

Claims 1, 2 and 1 1 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over GB. Pat. '010 to Wood. To form the arm loops (1, la of figs.l 
and 12 or 13, 14 of fig. 7) with the drag grip (4, 5) of a continuous length of 
strapping would have been an obvious mechanical expediency, furthermore, to 
make an article of a continuous or of separate pieces is not deemed to be an 
unobvious patentable distinction. 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for 
all obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the eiiiioii is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 ol lhis title, if the diftferenees beiween ilie subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 
such that the subject matter as a whole would lia\ e been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 
having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the 
manner in which the invention was made. 

Claims 1, 2 and 1 1 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over GB pat. '010 to Wood in view of Nunn et al. Wood in figs 7 and 
8 shows arm loops 13,14 and a grip 4,5, the claimed difference being the arm 
loops and grip are not stated as being formed of a single continuous length of 
material. Nunn shows arm loops 14 and grip 18 being formed from a single 
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continuous lengtli of material. It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill 
in the art at the time the invention was made to modify his arm loops and grip to be 
made from a single length of material, as taught by Nunn, to facilitate construction. 

Claims 1, 2 and 1 1 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Hengstenberger et al. '671 in view Everroad. Hengstenberger 
shows arms loop 14 and a grip loop 16, the claimed difference being a loop for each 
arm. Everroad shows harness having a loop 35 and 36 for each arm. It would have 
been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made 
to modify the arm loop 14 of Hengstenberger to form a pair of loops, as taught by 
Everroad, for encircling each ami. 

Claims 1, 2 and 1 1 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Hengstenberger et al. '671 in view Schoenbrun. Hengstenberger 
shows arms loop 14 and a grip loop 16, the claimed difference being a loop for each 
arm. Schoenbrun shows harness having a pair of loop at 3, B and 2, A, 
respectively, for each arm. It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in 
the art at the time the invention was made to modify the arm loop 14 of 
Hengstenberger to form a pair of loops, as taught by Schoenbrun, for encircling 
each arm. 
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Applicant's arguments filed 6/26/08 have been fully considered but they are 
not persuasive. With respect to Wood, straps la, lb, as shown in figs 1 and 11, and 
straps 13, 14, as shown in figs. 7 and 8 form arm loops that are connected to a drag 
grip 4, 5 at a common juncture. With respect to forming the arm loops and grip of 
wood of one piece of material, it has been held that forming in one piece an article 
which has formerly been formed in two pieces and put together involves only routine 
skill in the art. Howard v. Detroit Stove Works, 150 U.S. 164 (1893). 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from 
the examiner should be directed to Alvin C. Chin-Shue whose telephone number is 
571-272-6828. The examiner can normally be reached on Monday-Friday, 8:00 
a.m. - 4:30 p.m.. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the 
examiner's supervisor, Katherine Mitchell can be reached on 571-272-7069. The 
fax phone number for the organization where this application or proceeding is 
assigned is 571-273-8300. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR 
only. For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair- 
direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, 
contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you 
would like assistance from a USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to 
the automated information system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 
571-272-1000. 

Alvin C. Chin-Shue 
Primary Examiner 
Art Unit 3634 

/Alvin C. Chin-Shue/ 

Primary Examiner, Art Unit 3634 



